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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed In this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth In 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 28 
August 2008 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 17, 18, 20, 22-24, 26, 29, 30, 35-37, 39 and 40 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent Application Publication 
2002/01 181 12 to Lang (Langi) in view of US Patent Application Publication 
2002/0078367 to Lang et al. (Lang2), US Patent Application Publication 2005/0275396 
to KItanI et al. (KItanI) and US Patent No. 6,985,078 to Suzuki et al. (Suzuki). 

As per claim 17: 

With regard to a measuring device for measuring at least one medical parameter 
of a user, Langi teaches sensors that wirelessly transmit health parameter 
measurements (Fig. 1, sensor 15, pars. 19, 20). With regard to a portable 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/552,1 1 2 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2857 

wireless gateway, Lang1 teaclies a receiver tliat receives tine signal from the 
sensors and interfaces with a wireless communication unit (Fig. 1, receiver 18; 
par. 21). With regard to a computer with a standard port, Langi teaches a 
wireless communication unit (Fig. 1, wireless communication unit 20, par. 19). 
With regard to storing personal information, Langi teaches storing a name and a 
password (par. 25). 

Langi does not teach that the portable wireless gateway stores software that a 
PC uses to operate the system. Lang2 teaches software on the portable device 
that is readily executable upon interface with the USB port (par. 27). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the medical treatment system, as taught by Langi , to include 
software and a USB interface, as taught by Lang2, because then the portable 
device would have been easily used with multiple computers (Lang2, par. 3). 
Lang does not teach that the personal wireless gateway stores setting 
parameters for the measuring device. Kitani teaches storing various settings 
relating to measurements and external storage (pars. 19 and 84). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the medical treatment system, as taught by Langi, to include storing 
instrument settings externally on a portable wireless gateway, because then the 
instrument settings would have been easily duplicated on other instruments at 
other locations or in the case that the another instrument was used to make the 
measurements. 
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Lang1 does not teach that the software analyzes measured data and alerts the 
user. Suzuki teaches alerting an user to medical conditions (col. 7, lines 43-63). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the medical treatment system, as taught by Lang1 , 
to include alerting the user to medical conditions, as taught by Suzuki, because 
the user would have adequate information about the user's status (Suzuki, col. 1 , 
lines 59-67). 
As per claim 18: 

With regard to a central server, Langi teaches a central computer (Fig. 1, central 
computer 60; par. 18). With regard to a computer network, Langi teaches a 
wide area network (WAN) (Fig. 1, WAN 45; par. 19). 
As per claim 20: 

Langi does not teach a portable wireless gateway connected to a Universal 
Serial Bus (USB) connector. Lang2 teaches a portable device that interfaces 
with a USB port and that is a wireless interface (pars. 24, 46, 52; Figs. 1 , 2). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the medical treatment system, as taught by Langi , 
to include a portable device, as taught by Lang2, because then data would have 
been protected when using more than one computer (Lang2, par. 3). 
As per claim 22: 

With regard to using the information for authentication, Langi teaches using 
information for access to a medical database (par. 25). 
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As per claim 23: 

With regard to medical data, Lang1 teaches storing health information (par. 25). 
As per claim 24: 

Lang1 does not teach a portable wireless gateway that emulates a USB flash 
memory device. Lang2 teaches a portable device that emulates a flash disc, 
interfaces with a USB port and that is a wireless Interface (pars. 24, 46, 52; Figs. 
1 , 2). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the medical treatment system, as taught by Lang1 , 
to include a portable device, as taught by Lang2, because then data would have 
been protected when using more than one computer (Lang2, par. 3). 
As per claim 26: 

Lang1 does not teach that the portable wireless gateway stores software that a 
PC operates from the emulated USB flash memory disk and that the PC does not 
install. Lang2 teaches software on the portable device that is readily executable 
upon interface with the USB port (par. 27). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the medical 
treatment system, as taught by Lang1 , to include software and a USB interface, 
as taught by Lang2, because then the portable device would have been easily 
used with multiple computers (Lang2, par. 3). 
As per claim 29: 

With regard to a wearable device, Lang1 teaches a wearable sensor (par. 19). 
As per claim 30: 
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With regard to an Internet computer networl^, Lang1 teaches using the Internet 
(par. 28). 
As per claim 35: 

Lang1 does not teach a USB port. Lang2 teaches a portable device that 
interfaces with a USB port and that is a wireless interface (pars. 24, 46, 52; Figs. 
1 , 2). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the medical treatment system, as taught by Lang1 , 
to include a portable device, as taught by Lang2, because then data would have 
been protected when using more than one computer (Lang2, par. 3) 
As per claim 36: 

With regard to a measuring unit, Lang1 teaches sensors that wirelessly transmit 
measurements (Fig. 1, sensor 15, par. 19). With regard to a computer, Langi 
teaches a wireless communication unit (Fig. 1, wireless communication unit 20, 
par. 19). With regard to a wireless communication unit, Langi teaches a receiver 
that receives the signal from the sensors and interfaces with a wireless 
communication unit (Fig. 1, receiver 18; par. 21). With regard to an interface 
module, Lang 1 teaches that the receiver is connected to a wireless 
communication unit (Fig 1, receiver 18, communication unit 20). With regard to 
the portable wireless gateway becoming a part of the remote medical monitoring 
system, Langi teaches a receiver that is part of the remote monitoring and 
measuring (pars. 18, 19). 
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Lang1 does not teach that the portable wireless gateway includes a non-volatile 
memory and a processing unit that processes receives physiological data, as 
shown in claim 36. Lang2 teaches an interface with a processor and a non- 
volatile memory (pars 24, 46, 52). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the medical treatment 
system, as taught by Lang1, to include a portable device with a processor and a 
memory, as taught by Lang2, because then data would have been protected 
when using more than one computer (Lang2, par. 3). 
Lang1 does not teach that the portable wireless gateway stores software that a 
PC uses to operate the system. Lang2 teaches software on the portable device 
that is readily executable upon interface with the USB port (par. 27). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the medical treatment system, as taught by Lang1 , to include 
software and a USB interface, as taught by Lang2, because then the portable 
device would have been easily used with multiple computers (Lang2, par. 3). 
Lang does not teach that the personal wireless gateway stores setting 
parameters for the measuring device. Kitani teaches storing various settings 
relating to measurements and external storage (pars. 19 and 84). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the medical treatment system, as taught by Langi, to include storing 
instrument settings externally on a portable wireless gateway, because then the 
instrument settings would have been easily duplicated on other instruments at 
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other locations or in the case that the another instrument was used to make the 
measurements. 

Lang1 does not teach that the software analyzes measured data and alerts the 
user. Suzuki teaches alerting an user to medical conditions (col. 7, lines 43-63). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the medical treatment system, as taught by Lang1 , 
to include alerting the user to medical conditions, as taught by Suzuki, because 
the user would have adequate information about the user's status (Suzuki, col. 1 , 
lines 59-67). 
As per claim 37: 

Lang1 does not teach that the connection is a USB connection. Lang2 teaches a 
portable device that emulates a flash disc, interfaces with a USB port and that is 
a wireless interface (pars. 24, 46, 52; Figs. 1 , 2). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
medical treatment system, as taught by Lang1 , to include a portable device, as 
taught by Lang2, because then data would have been protected when using 
more than one computer (Lang2, par. 3). 
As per claim 39: 

With regard to storing personal information, as shown in claim 39, Lang1 teaches 
storing a name and a password (par. 25). With regard to the processing unit 
processing physiological measurements into medical information, Lang1 teaches 
health parameter measurements (par. 20). 
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As per claim 40: 

Lang1 does not teach storing software tliat will be operated by the computer for 
operating the remote medical monitoring system. Lang2 teaches software on the 
portable device that is readily executable upon interface with the USB port (par. 
27). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the medical treatment system, as taught by Lang1 , 
to include software and a USB interface, as taught by Lang2, because then the 
portable device would have been easily used with multiple computers (Lang2, 
par. 3). 

4. Claims 31 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Langi in view of Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki, as applied to claim 17 above and 
further in view of US Patent No. 7,001 ,334 to Reed et al. (Reed). 
As per claim 31 : 

Langi, Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki teach all the limitations of claim 17 upon which 
claims 31 and 32 depend. Langi , Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki does not teach a 
movement sensor. Reed teaches measuring respiration (Fig 1 , respiration 
sensor 270). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the medical treatment system, as taught 
by Langi, Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki, to include measuring respiration, as taught 
by Reed, because then a vital sign of health would have been monitored (Reed, 
col. 1, lines 20-29). 
As per claim 32: 
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Lang1, Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki teacli all the limitations of claim 17 upon which 
claims 31 and 32 depend. Langi , Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki does not teach a 
movement sensor for measuring the user's breathing. Reed teaches measuring 
respiration (Fig 1 , respiration sensor 270). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the medical 
treatment system, as taught by Langi, Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki, to include 
measuring respiration, as taught by Reed, because then a vital sign of health 
would have been monitored (Reed, col. 1, lines 20-29). 

5. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Langi in 
view of US Patent No. 5,973,603 to Judy (Judy). 

As per claim 33: 

Langi, Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki teach all the limitations of claim 17 upon which 
claim 33 depends. Langi , Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki do not teach a smoke 
detector, as shown in claim 33. Judy teaches a smoke detector (Abstract). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the medical treatment combination, as taught by 
Langi , Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki, to include a smoke detector, as taught by Judy, 
because then the user would have been alerted to the presence of fire (Judy, col. 
1, lines 24-29). 

6. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Langi in 
view of US Patent No. 2,135,476 to Rugh (Rugh). 
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Lang1, Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki teaclies all the limitations of claim 17 upon 
which claim 34 depends. Lang1 , Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki do not teach a 
burglary alarm, as shown in claim 34. Rugh teaches a hold-up alarm (col. 1 , 
lines 1-6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the medical treatment combination, as 
taught by Lang1, Lang2, Kitani and Suzuki, to include a hold-up alarm, as taught 
by Rugh, because then a hold-up of the user would have been alerted to others. 

Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments filed 20 February 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that the one of ordinary skill in the art must 
follow particular logic to arrive with the present invention. However, the motivation for 
combination is shown in the rejections recited above. Applicant argues that Langl's 
receiver/transmitter 18 is incapable of "processing the received physiological data and 
transferring the processed physiological data to the computer" as stated in claim 36. 
However, Lang2 teaches an interface with a processor and a non-volatile memory (pars 
24, 46, 52). And, Langi teaches a receiver that receives the signal from the sensors 
and interfaces with a wireless communication unit (Fig. 1, receiver 18; par. 21). The 
combination of Langi and Lang2 would allow processed measurements to be 
transmitted. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/552,1 1 2 Page 1 2 

Art Unit: 2857 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MANUEL L. BARBEE whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-2212. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eliseo Ramos-Feliciano can be reached on 571-272-7925. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Manuel L. Barbee/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2857 
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November 17, 2008 



